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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 12,13,15,16 and 22 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

Claim 12 recites "the mapping is occurs" in lines 2 and 4. It is suggested 
to delete --is--. 

Claim 13, line 2, it is suggested to change "an" to -a- before "200 OK" in 
line 2. The same objection applies to claim 16. 

Claim 15, line 2, it is suggested to change "Display field" in FROM header 
to -Display name-, same as CONTACT header later in the same claim. 

Claim 22 should conclude with a period. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 
the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
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and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a 
later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 
35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 10, 11 and 18-22 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Samarasinghe, et al (US Pub. 2004/0028080), in view of 
Crockett, et al (US Pub. 2004/0161083). 

Regarding claim 10, Samarasinghe discloses a method for supporting a 
Name Delivery feature between a TDM network connected to SIP CENTREX 
configurations, the Name Delivery feature including name information (Fig. 2; 
para. 7, 65), comprising: 

mapping between the name information located in a plurality of 
information elements of a transmission protocol and a SIP protocol (Caller Name 
parameter per para. 65 and Table 1 ; Border Element BE providing mapping 
between SIP and a protocol such as ISUP or H.323 per para. 22, 39) 
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Samarasinghe discloses all of the subject matter except determining from 
subscriber related information whether to suppress or approve the name 
information in the SIP protocol. Crockett from the same or similar fields of 
endeavor discloses determining from subscriber related information whether to 
suppress or approve the name information in the SIP protocol (SIP Invite request 
containing calling party name if presentation not restricted per para. 88, 90). 
Thus it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine Samarasinghe's network of SIP and with 
Crockett's population of name information by mapping only name information is 
not restricted. The motivation for doing so would have been to implement the 
calling name feature. 

Regarding claim 11, Samarasinghe further discloses wherein the Name 
Delivery feature includes a Calling Name sub-feature (para. 65). Samarasinghe 
does not explicitly disclose a Connected Name sub-feature. However, it is well 
known in the art that Connected Name is coupled with Calling Name, and both 
are often provided together by communication systems. 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Samarasinghe and Crockett 
discloses substantially all of the subject matter. Samarasinghe does not explicitly 
disclose further comprising providing a SIP proxy server connected to a 
database. However, Crockett discloses the SCP acting as a SIP server 
accessing the CNAME database (para. 79, 88). Thus it would have been 
obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
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implement the SIP server as suggested by Crockett in the network of 
Samarasinghe in order to access the name information to support the feature. 

Regarding claim 19, the combination of Samarasinghe and Crockett 
discloses substantially all of the subject matter. Samarasinghe does not explicitly 
disclose wherein the database includes subscriber related data for a SIP 
CENTREX configuration subscriber and a TDM network subscriber. However, 
Crockett discloses the database supporting all name queries (para. 79, 88). 
Thus it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include both SIP and TDM subscribers in the database as 
suggested by Crockett in the network of Samarasinghe in order to access the 
name information to support the feature. 

Regarding claim 20, Samarasinghe in view of Crockett further discloses 
wherein the mapping occurs in a Media Gateway Controller (MGC). (Fig. 2, 
elements 26; para. 19, 22, 39) 

Regarding claim 21, the combination of Samarasinghe and Crockett 
discloses substantially all of the subject matter. Samarasinghe does not explicitly 
disclose wherein the proxy server determines whether the name information is 
suppressed or approved. Crockett from the same or similar fields of endeavor 
discloses determining from subscriber related information whether to suppress or 
approve the name information in the SIP protocol (para. 88, 90). Thus it would 
have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Samarasinghe's network of SIP and with Crockett's 
population of name information by mapping only name information is not 
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restricted. The motivation for doing so would have been to implement the calling 
name feature. 

Regarding claim 22, Samarasinghe in view of Crockett further discloses 
wherein the transmission protocol is selected from the group consisting of: 
BICC/ISUP protocol, H.323 protocol, DSS1 protocol, and a mobile 
communication application supporting protocol, (para. 39) 

6. Claims 12-17 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Samarasinghe, et al in view of Crockett, et al, and further in view of 
Venkataramanan (Enhancements to Asserted Identity to Enable Called Party 
Name Delivery using SIP, Internet Draft, IETF, draft-venkatar-sipping-called- 
name-00.txt, June 2003). 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Samarasinghe and Crockett 
discloses all of the subject matter except: 

wherein the mapping occurs between the name information of a first sub- 
feature into a first information element of the SIP protocol, and 

wherein the mapping occurs between the name information of a second 
sub-feature into a second information element of the SIP protocol. 

It is well known in the art that the SIP standard RFC 3261 sec. 20.20 
specifies that the From header field of the SIP Invite message contains a display 
name that indicates the human originator of the request. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to map 
the Calling Name sub-feature to the Display field in From header of the SIP Invite 
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message in the network of Samarasinghe and Crockett in order to implement the 
calling name feature. 

Furthermore Venkataramanan from the same or similar fields of endeavor 
discloses an option of using display name in the Contact header in a SIP 200- 
class response to convey the Connected Name sub-feature. (Overview section, 
first para.) Thus it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to support the Connected Name sub-feature by 
mapping it to the display name of the Contact header in a "200 OK" SIP message 
as suggested by Venkataramanan in the network of Samarasinghe and Crockett. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to implement the connected name 
feature. (It is noted that Venkataramanan is a proposed RFC arguing for using 
another SIP parameter to implement the Connected feature; however, this 
approach is not supported and this RFC is now RIP.) 

Claims 13-17 are rejected for the same reason as recited above for claim 

12. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure (see form 892). 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Luat Phung whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3126. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM, 
F7:30 AM -4:00 PM. 



Application/Control Number: 10/570,914 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2616 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on 571-272-3155. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/L P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2616 
/Huy D. Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2616 



